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like the $400 per child, leaving that
money in the family’s home as opposed
to having it out here in Washington, it
is not just about numbers. It is about
people. It is about the impact that this
money in the family will have on these
families.

Another example on the $400 per
child, I was in with a group of people
who had many of their children en-
rolled in parochial schools. I talked to
them about the potential of govern-
ment providing them some sort of tax
assistance for parochial schools. And
right away, they reacted no, no, no, no,
we do not want any government sup-
port for our school. Because they are
afraid with government support come
government rules and regulations that
may not match up with what our paro-
chial schools are teaching, my own
kids included that go to a parochial
school.

So I explained to them how the $400-
per-child tax credit allowed them to
make the decision on what they were
going to use their own $400 for. If they
choose to use that $400 to help pay tui-
tion at a parochial school, well, so be
it. That is money that would have been
sent to Washington that is now in their
home, and they can then choose to
make the decision to send their kids to
a parochial school if they so desire. But
it is not Washington telling them what
to do with the money, and it is not
Washington telling their parochial
school what to teach in their school,
but, rather, it is now the parents in
their own home making the decision as
to how to spend their own money.

I would like to wrap up my time here
on the floor today with kind of just a
brief summary of some of the things we
have talked about. We have looked at
the past, and we have looked at how in
the past we had a series of broken
promises to balance the budget.

Before 1994, we had Gramm-Rudman-
Hollings, the budget deal of 1990. We
looked at how, in 1993, they reached
the conclusion on how to solve this
problem. Rather than control Washing-
ton spending, the conclusion was to
reach into the pockets of American
citizens. I know for all the people out
there, it was not the first time. I know
it was part of the 1990 deal. I know it
was part of the 1993 deal. But I also
know that every time they reached in
the pockets and took more money out
here to Washington, all it did was
allow them to spend more out here in
Washington, and that is not what the
people wanted.

That path of broken promises of the
balanced budget and the path of higher
taxes, that is over. It ended in 1994
when the American people stepped up
to the plate and said enough is enough,
it is going to stop. They put a new
group in charge out here in Washing-
ton.

We are now 3 years into that new
group. The new group has brought us a
balanced budget, not in 2002 as prom-
ised, but 4 years ahead of schedule. The
announcement today, great news, CBO,

from the organization that watches
budgeting out here: We are, in fact,
running a surplus for fiscal year 1998.
The first time since 1969, we are going
to have a budget surplus.
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Great news. Three years into this
thing, we have done it by controlling
the growth of Washington spending. We
have been effective enough at slowing
the growth rate of Washington spend-
ing, that we have not only gotten to a
balanced budget 4 years ahead of sched-
ule, we have been able to provide the
American people with a tax cut.

When I say ‘‘we provide,’’ shoot, it is
the American people that earn that
money. All we are doing out here in
Washington is saying keep more of
your own money. It is yours to start
with, just do not send it out here to
Washington. The present, the present
has a balanced budget for the first time
since 1969; The present, the present is
lower taxes for the first time in 16
years; the present, the present is a re-
stored Medicare, and done the right
way, with feeling and understanding
for our senior citizens.

The future. As we look forward to
this, we have 3 major problems remain-
ing. The first is we still have a $5.5 tril-
lion debt staring us in the face; the sec-
ond is the Social Security money that
needs to be put aside for Social Secu-
rity; and the third is taxes are still too
high.

So as we look down the road to the
future in this great nation, the Na-
tional Debt Repayment Act which we
have introduced in our office, bill num-
ber H.R. 2191, takes two-thirds of any
surpluses that develop and it uses it to
pay off the debt. Prioritizing, repay-
ment to the Social Security Trust
Fund for our senior citizens.

The good news under this bill is that
by the year 2026, and maybe sooner, we
will have repaid the entire Federal
debt that will restore the Social Secu-
rity trust fund for our senior citizens
and it will allow us as a generation to
pass this country on to our children
debt-free.

I can think of no higher goal that we
might have in this government today
than to work to a point where we repay
the Federal debt so our children can in-
herit a Nation that is absolutely debt-
free. In doing so, we also restore the
Social Security trust fund for our sen-
iors.

The other one-third of the surpluses
that are developing, let us use those to
lower taxes, and let us set our vision
for the future that we get the tax rate
from 37 back to 25 percent. Would it
not be great if one-third of all taxes
paid by all Americans at every level of
government was reduced, and those
American citizens could keep it in
their own pocket to decide what they
would like to do with it, whether it be
to help their children, whether it be to
put their kids through college, whether
it be to provide their kids with a pri-
vate school, if that is what they would

like to do, if they in their own wisdom
think that is better for their children.
But the bottom line is to leave that
money in the hands of the people that
earned it in the first place.

Would that not be a great vision for
America? Paid off debts, so our chil-
dren get a debt-free nation; a restored
Social Security trust fund for our sen-
ior citizens; and lower taxes, a one-
third reduction in the overall tax rate
all across America?

Lest anybody think we cannot do it,
I just remind the American people of
what was said in 1995 when we were
first elected. They said you cannot bal-
ance the budget and lower tax. Here we
are, three years into it, four years
ahead of schedule, with the budget bal-
anced, taxes coming down and Medi-
care restored. It can be done, if it is the
will of the people, and if the people get
actively involved in making sure that
this government does what they want
this government to do.

f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 5 p.m.

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 17 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 5 p.m.
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. LATHAM) at 5 p.m.

f

SUNDRY MESSAGES FROM THE
PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were
communicated to the House by Mr.
Sherman Williams, one of his secretar-
ies.

f

HOMELESS HOUSING PROGRAMS
CONSOLIDATION AND FLEXIBIL-
ITY ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 217, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
LAZIO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 217, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were— yeas 386, nays 23,
not voting 21, as follows:

[Roll No. 26]

YEAS—386

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt

Allen
Andrews
Archer

Armey
Bachus
Baesler
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